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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Alabama

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Alabama was 207. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (207), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (207).

o Alabama's average score (207) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Alabama were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not
significantly different from those in 9 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 42 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Alabama who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 22 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(22 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (20 percent).
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n Accommodations were eel permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask. 208-237;

Prolklent, 238.267; Advanrect 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Repc,Itiag Groups Alabama

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 52 204 50 29 17 4

Female 48 211 44 32 19 5

White 60 219 34 35 24

Black 37 188 69 23 7 1

Hispanic 1 --- --- ---
Asian/Pacific Islander 1

American Indian/Alaska Native 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 54 193 63 26 10 1

Not eligible 45 t 224 29 35 27 9

o In 2003, male students in Alabama had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (7 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (30 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (30 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Alabama.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (32 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points).

Reading Scores Selected Percentiles
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Alaska Student Percentage a NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Alaska was 212.

o Alaska's average score (212) in 2003 was lower' than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Alaska were higher than those in 6 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 10 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 36 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Alaska who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 28 percent in 2003. The
percentage of students in Alaska who performed at or above
the Basic level was 58 percent.

Alaska (Public)
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Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

below Basic Bask Prolldent 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower;Bork, 208-737;

Proficient, 238-267; Advonrect 268 or above.

J
Performance c2 NAEP Reporting Groups fb Alaska

Percentage Average Percentage of students at
Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 205 1 48 1 29 19 4

Female 49 218 36 31 25 8

White, 54 226 27 33 30 10

Black 5 1 209 i 44 1 35 20 1 1

Hispanic 41 209 1 45 1 34 19 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 8 1 207 1 50 1 33 15 1 2 1

American Indian/Alaska Native 28 1 184 1 70 1 20 1 9 1 1 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 34 1 192 1 63 1 24 1 11 2

Not eligible 59 1 224 1 30 1 34 28 8 /

Average Score &cp Between Selected Groups Reading giER) Scores'd3 Selected.-"G4'ik-CiddM

o In 2003, male students in Alaska had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This
performance gap was wider than that of the Nation (8 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (17 points). This performance gap
was narrower than that of the Nation (30 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (17 points). This performance
gap was narrower than that of the Nation (28 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that
of students who were eligible (32 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (28
points).

Scale Score Distribution
25th 50th 75th

Percentile Percentile Percentile

Alaska 186 1 216 241

Nation (Public) 193 219 243

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower,
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example,
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools
nationally scored below 243, and 75 percent of students in Alaska
scored below 241.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from Alaska. T Significantly higher than, I lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public).

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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The Nation's Report Card
State eading 2003
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading G2001;Q Arizona Student Percentagef3 NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Arizona was 209. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (205), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (209).

o Arizona's average score (209) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Arizona were higher than those in 3 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 7 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 42 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Arizona who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 23 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(22 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (21 percent).
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n Accommodations were not permuted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP rending scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 207 ee lower; Bask 208-237;

Prolklent, 238-267; Advance4 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups DD Arizona
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 50 206 1 49 30 17 4

Female 50 212 43 31 21 5

White 50 223 29 36 28

Black 5 196 59 28 11 2

Hispanic 36 195 62 26 10 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 2 225 32 30 27 11

American Indian/Alaska Native 7 182 75 19 5 #

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 47 194 63 26 10 1

Not eligible 43 225 1 28 36 28 8

Average Score ®Ccp Between Selected Groups Reading @ajiD Scores EQ Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Arizona had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (5 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (8 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (22 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (23 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (32 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points).
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An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students In the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

*Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit tap://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Arkansas Student Percentagel3NAEP.Achievement

a In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Arkansas was 214. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (213), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (211).

o Arkansas' average score (214) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

0 Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Arkansas were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 9 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 34 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Arkansas who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 28 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(26 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (23 percent).

Arkansas (Pat)

199211

1994"
1998

2002

2003

Nation (PublIc)

2003

n Accommodations

NOTE: The

corresponding

Prolkleni,238-267;

MINK44.1111111101.4
F trP 1 30 It pi

l fl I 32 '111=.421/MIM105
r7- 11-77-1 32 , 22A til

1111111111381.1..WIMIW
Percentage below Bark and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Admixed

below Basic 0 Bask 0 Proficient M Advanced

were not pennitted for this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges horn 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Advanced 268 or above.

Performance GQ NAEP Reporting Groups 011 004:051)
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 50 1 209 45 30 20 5

Female 501 218 36 33 24 7

White 69 223 30 35 27 8

Black 25 190 68 23 9 1

Hispanic 4 204 52 31 15 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 --- --- --- - --

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 --- --- --- --
Free /reduced -price school lunch

Eligible 53 204 51 29 17 4

Not eligible 43 227 26 35 29 10

Average ScoreWO Ctarzap Selected Groups_ Reading Q41.2 ScoresEQSelected. -4133iGato

o In 2003, male students in Arkansas had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (33 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (29 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Arkansas in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).
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An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http : / /nces.ed.govinationsreportcard /states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

m In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
California was 206. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (206), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (202).

o California's average score (206) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
California were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not
significantly different from those in 7 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 44 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in California who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 21 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(21 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (19 percent).

Student Percentage Achievement k793.P
(010c:rata (Public)

1992n illIE521MMEMMEI1UI 4
1994n I ETV 27 14 in 3*

1998 V, ?'I 28 -16 11
2002 I OD 1 29 17

2003 28 16 /5

Nation (Publk)

2003 =11,3 MIN 12 23

Percentage below Basic and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advaffed

below Bask Bask Proficient 0 Advanced

n Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208..237;

Malan!, 238.267; ddyoarett 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups 03) Galifornia

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Male
Female
White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

50
50

34

8

47
10

#

50
46

/
1

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

202 54 28 14 4
209 47 29 18 6

224 31 34 26 9

193 63 26 9 1

191 67 24 8 1

224 32 32 25 12

-- --- -- -- ---

191 67 24 9 1

222 33 33 25 9

Average Score ftoBetween Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in California had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (9 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (31 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (36 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (33 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (37 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (31 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (36 points).

Reading Scores Selected Percentiles
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit tittp://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

.
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Overall Reading Results Orr Colorado Student Percentage at NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Colorado was 224. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 1998 (220), and was higher
than the average score in 1992 (217).

o Colorado's average score (224) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Colorado were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 3 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Colorado who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 1998
(33 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (25 percent).
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Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Profklent and

Advanced
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were not permitted for this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges heal 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

to the following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Basic 208-237;

AdvanrecE 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Colorado
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 220 33 34 25 7

Female 49 227 28 31 30 11

White 67 1
Black 5

Hispanic 23 1
Asian /Pacific Islander 3

American Indian/Alaska Native 1

Free /reduced -price school lunch
Eligible 30
Not eligible 69

2321 22 33 33 121
208 46 36 17 1

205 52 30 15 3

225 31 36 24 9
-- --- -- --

207 1 49 32 17 3

231 1 22 33 33 12 1

Average Score fttg();132W) Selected Groups i Reading 00) Scores Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Colorado had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (23 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (21 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (27 points). This performance
gap was wider than that of 1992 (20 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points).
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Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
scale at each grade indicates how well students at
and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 1998.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading gazdaD to, Connecticut Student Percentage Ef3 L'Anip Achievement B4ROD

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Connecticut was 228. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (229), and was higher
than the average score in 1992 (222).

o Connecticut's average score (228) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Connecticut were higher than those in 48 jurisdictions, and not
significantly different from those in 4 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Connecticut who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 43 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(43 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (34 percent).

Connecticut

1992n

1494n

1998

2002

2003

Nation

2(Public)2003

n Accommodations

NOTE: The

otresponding

Proficient,

WAN)

35' 27

IllffiiMIEW311111 Jr
L ' gl 1 33 32 11

I RI 1 32 31 IM
31 L 'CM

.11.131.11111 1/71

Percentage below Bask and of Bask Percentage at Proficient and

advanced

0 below Basic Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

were not permitted for this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208.237;

238.267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance UiGVb Reporting Groups Connecticut
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 50 224 30 32 29 10

Female 50 232 23 30 31 15

White 69 238 16 31 37 17

Black 14 201 54 34 11 1

Hispanic 14 206 51 31 15 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 3 231 26 30 30 14

American Indian/Alaska Native # --- -- --- --- ---
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 30 205 50 32 15 3

Not eligible 67 238 16 31 37 17

Average Score ®EC)DCM63203 Selected Groups Reading

500 j,

250

240

230

220

210

200

190

0-r

411
0.....0

An examination
NAEP reading
lower, middle,

. ,

gaEOD Scores Selected Percentiles

Percentiles

254
250

245" ..,, ............. 75th
1,235

221 `d 50th

o In 2003, male students in Connecticut had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (8 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (5 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (37 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (34 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (33 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (43 points).

a In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (33 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (35 points).

225
0 0, . 233 232 232

212'
25th

207 206

'92 '94 '98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
scale at each grade indicates how well students at
and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students In the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

20 4 6444

Overall Reading Results DDESS

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
DDESS was 223. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (225), and was higher
than the average score in 1998 (219).

o DoDEA/DDESS' average score (223) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
DDESS were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 3 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in DoDEA/DDESS who performed
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (34 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1998 (32 percent).

Student Percentage

DDESS (Publk)

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

NAEP Achievement

11111111.4111111111K1
Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Proficient aid

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask 0 Profkient CD Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask, 208-231;

Proficient, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above.

Performance G9Q07 Reporting Groups DDESS

Reporting groups
Mate
Female

Percentage
of students

51

49

Average
Score
218 1
229

White 47 1 232
Black 27 213
Hispanic 18 216
Asian/Pacific Islander 3

American Indian/Alaska Native 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 37 1 217

Not eligible 54 1 227

Average Scbre Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in DoDEA/DDESS had an average
score that was lower than that of female students (12 points).
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (9 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (19 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points).

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (16 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (14 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (9 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (13 points).

Below Basic
37
25

22
43
41

36
29

Reading

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

1 36
33

22
29

6

12

34 32 12

36 18 3

34 19 6

39 20 5

1 32 29 11

PercentilesScores Selected

250

240

230

220

210

200

190

180

2450-00.0
245

X2445.22447

220
226 225

1975:006
202

194

of

Percentiles

75th

50th

25th

'98 '02'03

41 Accommodations were not permitted
Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading PmmlDfic? DoDDS Student Percentage NAEP Achievement 0020
e In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in

DoDDS was 225. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (224), and was higher
than the average score in 1994 (218).

o DoDEA/DoDDS' average score (225) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
DoDDS were higher than those in 35 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 14 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 3 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in DoDEA/DoDDS who performed
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (33 percent), and was greater than that in 1994 (28
percent).

DoDDS (PAO

1994n

1948

2002

2003

umariamei ilz minae
ME= P7

MISZOMOIMNIIIMIIIIIIIM 6'

Nation (Pubbc)

2003 111111110020.111011K!1111111111111110.

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask Cl Bask El ProfIdent C3 Advanced

11 Accoosmodanons were not permitted ler Ibis assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges Isom 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Basic 208-237;

Proficient, 238-267; Advanced. 268 or above.

Performance of NAEP Groups DoDDS

Reporting groups
Male
Female

Percentage
of students

51

49

Average
Score

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native

49
21 1
12 1
101

1

Below Basic
Percentage of students at

Basic Proficient Advanced
222
228

32
24

36
38

25

28

7

10

230 22 35 32 11

215 38 40 19 3

220 34 37 22 7

223 30 38 25 7

Average Score C123`59om Selected Groups

In 2003, male students in DoDEA/DoDDS had an average
score that was lower than that of female students (6 points).
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1994 (10 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (15 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1994 (18 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (10 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1994 (10 points).

O Data for free/reduced-price school lunch were not available in
DoDDS at grade 4 to compare gaps across assessment years.

Reading Scores Selected Percentiles

5001

250

240

230

220

210

200

190

Percentiles

246
241'........ .0==.0.41 75th

245

223

220
223

203

205 205196. ............ 25th

01
'94 V8 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted
D Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. E Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
iterary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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Overall Reading Results Delaware

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Delaware was 224. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (224), and was higher
than the average score in 1992 (213).

o Delaware's average score (224) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Delaware were higher than those in 33 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 16 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 3 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Delaware who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(35 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (24 percent).

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

Delaware (Public)

I092n I I 33* 20*

1994n 29' 113' -

1998 l I 31'
2002 I gr) 36 27 raj
2003 r g) . 38 26 rrA

Nation (Public)

2003 0111111113811010110
Percentage below Rork and at lark Percentage at Prolkied and

Advaered

below Bask Bask Prof /dent 0 Advanced

n Aaounnodations were not permitted far this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208.237;

Proficient, 238-267; Advantert 268 or above.

Performance:.of NAEP Reporting Groups Cal Delaware

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 49 222 31 39 24 5

Female 51 226 27 37 28 8

White 56 233 18 39 34 10

Black 33 211 46 38 14 2

Hispanic 8 1 209 47 33 17 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 3 238 14 38 36 13

American Indian/Alaska Native # -- ---

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 38 212 44 38 16 2

Not eligible 54 1 231 20 39 32 9

Average Score Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Delaware had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (4 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (8 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (22 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (26 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Delaware in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap
was narrower than that of 1998 (30 points).

Reading Scores Selected Percentiles

Soot'

250

240

230

220

210

200

190

180

170

Percentiles

237' 235'
========2475.:..,/°43"3246244 75th

235'
2 1 . .

2 1 1 '
2111 4*.... 225 225. . . 50th

190' 189'

183'

04 204

7Sth

'92 '94 '98 '02'03

-- Accommodations were not permitted
Ammmoclations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

'Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results District CA Golumbia Student Percentage l NAEP Achievement

District of Columbia (Public)
o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in

District of Columbia was 188. This was not found to be
significantly different' from the average score in 2002 (191),
and was not found to be significantly different from the average
score in 1992 (188).

o District of Columbia's average score (188) in 2003 was lower
than that of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
District of Columbia were lower than those in 52 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in District of Columbia who
performed at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 10
percent in 2003. This percentage was not found to be
significantly different from 2002 (10 percent), and was not
found to be significantly different from 1992 (10 percent).

1992n f UJ 1 21 8 8 2'

'b .g 2

3

19941 I - F7N3 - -1 16"

1998 iiiillifig......liMilint
2002 I CD. 1 22 8 8 r
2003 1 1 2119 t 8.11 3

Nation (Public)

2003 , 1 32 23 41/,E1

Percentage below Bask and at Omit Percentage at Proficient

and Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Profkleat Advanced0
n Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOM: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask. 208-237;

Profkient, 238-267; Advanrect 268 or above.

Performance CO Reportinti-Groups Lb District COGolumbia
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 49 182 74 18 6 2

Female 51 195 64 23 9 41
White 51 254 10 20 33 37

Black 85 1 184 1 73 20 6 1

Hispanic 91 187 71 21 6 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 -- --- ---

American Indian/Alaska Native # -- --- -- --
Free /reduced -price school lunch

Eligible 70 1 182 75 19 5 1

Not eligible 25 1 206 52 24 15 9

Average Score ftp Between Selected Groups Reading Scale Scores Selected'R35GGIGTOD

500 j,

220

210

200

190

180

170

160

150

140

Of

Percentiles

214

. ..212114..207' . 74...... 215214 5th
211

j88
a 18e2;............"4D,,...In' .. 191 189 50th42,. ......

180"
162

a*4.4 15,3* 7

I. ........ -. 25th

149'

o In 2003, male students in District of Columbia had an average
score that was lower than that of female students (13 points).
This performance gap was wider than that of 1992 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (70 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (62 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (67 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (57 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap
was narrower than that of 1998 (42 points).

'92 '94 '98 '02'03

-- Accommodations were not permitted
CO....* Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Florida Student Percentage NAEP Achievement (Icikap.

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Florida was 218. This was higher' than the average score in
2002 (214), and was higher than the average score in 1992
(208).

o Florida's average score (218) in 2003 was not found to be
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Florida were higher than those in 14 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 18 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 20 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Florida who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This
percentage was greater than that in 2002 (27 percent), and
was greater than that in 1992 (21 percent).

Florida (Public)

1992n I MI ' - 31 3.fl-11)

1994" I CITP I 28' 17' iv
1998 1/111111111INFIR4
2002 CM I 33 22 fil
2003 11111111111/11111/ 31 24 89

Nation (Palk)

2003 111.013 1311111111111121
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Pro Elko and

Advanced

below Bask Bask Proficient El Advanced

n A«omnodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Maim?, 238-267; AdnootP4 268 or above.

Perk' ma e,GPNAEP ikeporting Gro ps 1 r da
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 214 42 30 22 6

Female 49 222 33 33 25 9

White 51 229 25 33 31 11

Black 23 198 60 27 11 2

Hispanic 21 211 45 31 19 5

Asian/Pacific Islander 2 233 21 35 29 15

American Indian/Alaska Native # --- -- ---
Free /reduced -price school lunch

Eligible 48 1 205 51 30 15 3

Not eligible 50 1 231 23 32 32 12

Average Score @EP Ca=0;) Selected Groups Reading Qsf:lb Scores Ef3 Selected Percentiles

SonJ.,

250

240

230

220

210

200

190

180

170

of

Percentiles

234 235' 234:................Ce15 75thNo.......
234

240' i.,

210 208. 2 .,.4

218"'
...........,.....cy°9,1

50thlb.... .... .
211

185' 183 i92 194It.. .17V ..... 25th... .....
181.

o In 2003, male students in Florida had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (31 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (33 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (18 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (15 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points).

'92 '94 '98 '02'03

.--- Accommodations were not permitted
E3=0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

11

Overall Reading Results QZ Georgia Student Percentage eg NAEP Achievement11002.

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Georgia was 214. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (215), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (212).

o Georgia's average score (214) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Georgia were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 8 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 35 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Georgia who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 27 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(28 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (25 percent).

Georgia (Public)

1992e

1994
o

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003
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Proficient,

lT.E7----1 31 20°cr_._1(.E0i y __L27
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E 3211.1MBMIN 20
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Percentage below Bask and at Bork Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask Proficient C3 Advanced

were not permitted for this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bash 208-237;

238.267; Advance4268 or above.

Percentage of students at
Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced.....___

Performance NAEP Repiztimg Groups m Georgia
Percentage Average

Reporting groups of students Score ......_
Male 52 210 45 32 19 5

Female 48 218 37 33 22 8

White 51 226 28 34 28 10

Black 38 199 58 30 11 2

Hispanic 6 201 52 31 15 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 2 233 23 34 22 21

American Indian/Alaska Native # --- --- -- -- --
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 47 200 57 30 11 2

Not eligible 46 227 26 34 29 11

Average Score ®Ccp Between Selected Groups Reading @la:09 Scores EB Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Georgia had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (5 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (28 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Georgia in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (27 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points).
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r Accommodations were not permitted
Accommodations were permitted

of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
scale at each grade indicates how well students at
and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. i Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
o "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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Percentage NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Hawaii was 208. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (208), and was higher than the
average score in 1992 (203).

o Hawaii's average score (208) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Hawaii were higher than those in 2 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 8 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 42 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Hawaii who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 21 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(21 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (17 percent).
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Pet-tentage (Blow Bask and at Bask Perceetage at Profideat and

Admired

below Bask Bask Proficient a Advanced

were not permitted for this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

to the following pants: Below Basic, 207 a lower; Bask, 208-237;

238-267; Advance(( 268 or above.

Performance cQ NAEP Reporting Groups (to G(EWIJ

Percentage Average Percentage of students at
Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51

Female 49
202
215

221

211

204
205

---

53 30 14 3

39 35 20 6

White 16

Black 2

Hispanic 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 67

American Indian/Alaska Native #

32 33 26 9

42 41 17 1

47 37 14 2

50 32 15 3

--- ---

59 28 11 2

35 36 23 6

Free /reduced -price school lunch
Eligible 48 197

Not eligible 51 219

Average Score Between Selected. Groups Reading Scores Selected G1333acalt©

o In 2003, male students in Hawaii had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (10 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (10 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (7 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (18 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (19 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points).
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41 Accommodations were not permitted

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

D...........0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
* Significantly different from 2003. i Significantly higher than, t lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available' category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcand/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement atsc9a3

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Idaho was 218. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (220), and was not found to be
significantly different from the average score in 1992 (219).

o Idaho's average score (218) in 2003 was not found to be
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Idaho were higher than those in 15 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 17 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 20 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Idaho who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 30 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(32 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (28 percent).

Idaho (Public)

1992° I

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

EA I 39" 23

111111111133 MiniEniiMBIEREEP7'
MinlIMBEB16'

1111M11139111111111111174
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Ptolkkni and

Advanced

1::3 below flask 0 Bask Profklent iC Advanced

Accommodations were not permitted her ills assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges horn 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 ar lower; Bask, 208-237;

Pro &lent, 238.267; Advanced 268 on above.

Performance coNAEP Repo tiag Groups (b) (1120D

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 51 216 38 34 23 5

Female 49 221 33 35 25 7

White 84 222 31 35 26
Black 1

Hispanic 13 199 61 27 11 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 --
American Indian/Alaska Native 2

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 42 207 48 33 17 3

Not eligible 52 226 27 36 29 9

Average Score @t002W)2m Selected Groups Reading Scores Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Idaho had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (6 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (4 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Idaho.

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (23 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (23 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (19 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (19 points).
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

If The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit tglp://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Na ional Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading QGaggftrilllinois Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

et In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Illinois was 216.

o Illinois' average score (216) in 2003 was not found to be
significantly different' from that of the nation's public schools
(216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Illinois were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 18 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 25 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Illinois who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 31 percent in 2003. The
percentage of students in Illinois who performed at or above
the Basic level was 61 percent.

Illinois (Public)

2003

Nation (Pubik)

2003

391 1:3::M112151EMII 8

INE1381111111111111111
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Proftdent 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading sole ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Basic 208.237;

Prolident, 238-267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Illinois
Percentage

Reporting groups of students
Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 51 214 41 31 22 6

Female 49 219 37 30 24 9

White 60 228 26 33 30 11

Black 21 1 194 64 26 9 2

Hispanic 16 197 58 27 13 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 21 235 16 38 35 11

American Indian/Alaska Native #

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 42 197 1 59 I 27 12 2

Not eligible 54 232 22 33 33 12

Average Score ftQQ2cezazi Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Illinois had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (5 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the
Nation (8 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (34 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of the Nation (30
points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (31 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (28
points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that
of students who were eligible (35 points). This performance
gap was wider than that of the Nation (28 points).

Reading Scores Selected _RAipz10,
Scale Score Distribution
25th 50th 75th

Percentile Percentile Percentile

Illinois 191 219 244

Nation (Public) 193 219 243

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower,
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example,
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools
nationally scored below 243, and 75 percent of students in Illinois
scored below 244.

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from Illinois. I Significantly higher than, 1 lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public).

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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The Na ional Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Indiana Student Percentage6 NAEP Achievement Levels

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Indiana was 220. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (222), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (221).

o Indiana's average score (220) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Indiana were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 26 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 8 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Indiana who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(33 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (30 percent).
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were not permitted for tilts assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges Irom 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

to the following points: Below Bask 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

238.267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance CQ NAEP Reporting Groups Qi7 Indiana
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 49 216 38 34 23 6

Female 51 224 30 33 27 10

White 80 224 29 34 27
Black 12 197 62 27 9 2

Hispanic 5 212 42 32 21 5

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 --- --- -- -- - --

American Indian/Alaska Native # --- -- -- -- --
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 35 205 51 30 15 3

Not eligible 63 229 25 35 30 10

Average Score Selected Groups Reading @adb Scores Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Indiana had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (5 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (28 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (25 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Indiana in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average'score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (23 points).
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4 Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
scale at each grade indicates how well students at
and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.govinationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overa in

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Iowa was 223. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (223), and was not found to be
significantly different from the average score in 1992 (225).

o Iowa's average score (223) in 2003 was higher than that of the
nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Iowa were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not significantly
different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower than those in
3 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Iowa who performed at or above
the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(35 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (36 percent).

Reporting groups
Male
Female

Percentage
of students

51

49

White 87

Black 5

Hispanic 5

Asian/Pacific Islander 2

American Indian/Alaska Native 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 32

Not eligible 67
Intoo,up, 1,sco_-k
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"Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Ptoliclent, 238.261; Advaere4 268 or above.

Average Percentage of students at
Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

220 33 36 26 5

227 26 35 29 9

226 26 36 30 8

196 66 26 8 1

205 52 31 16 1

-- ---

209 47 34 16 2

230 22 36 33 9

o In 2003, male students in Iowa had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (7 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (7 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (30 points). This performance gap
was wider than that of 1992 (18 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Iowa in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points).
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41 Accommodations were not permitted
Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results (137121,0a:1D Student Percentage 0 GM? Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Kansas was 220. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (222), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (221).

o Kansas' average score (220) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Kansas were higher than those in 16 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 28 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 8 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Kansas who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(34 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (34 percent).

Kansas (Public)

1998 1130 iiiiiMMETIMEMill'7
2002 I

2003 [
Nation (Public)
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Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Profkienl 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading soak ranges from 0 to 500, whh the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask, 208.231;

holident, 238-261; Advanced, 268 or above.
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Performance of NAEP Repzigag Grotips QiJ USE1110121S1

Percentage Average
ScoreReporting groups of students

Percentage of students at
Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

216 38 33 23 6

224 29 34 27 9

225 29 35 28

197 60 26 12 2

207 49 32 16 3

-- -- --- -- - --

-- --- -- ---

206 49 32 15 3

230 23 34 32 11

Male 52

Female 48

White 78

Black 10

Hispanic 8

Asian/Pacific Islander 2

American Indian/Alaska Native 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 41

Not eligible 58

Average Score, Gaps (:)=21a Selected Groups Reading @SO:p Scores r i Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Kansas had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (7 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (28 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (18 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points).

5001

250

240

230

220

210

200

190
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Percentiles

2450-------0-a 75th
245 246 245

226

e5 224 223

50th22-43-435
'204

.i.. 25thzfo5..i..........K,,..o
200 igg

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

'98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

t:3=wwwo Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
' "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Kentucky was 219. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (219), and was higher
than the average score in 1992 (213).

Kentucky's average score (219) in 2003 was not found to be
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Kentucky were higher than those in 16 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 25 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 11 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Kentucky who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 31 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(30 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (23 percent).

Performance of NAEP Reporting Groups

Rentu(ky (Puhlit)

19928

19948

1998

2002

2003

35 19' 11 3'

EIRMIR4dRIMMIIIMI=1111Mait

OUR 511111141
Nation (Public)

2003 t 32 2L__023
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

n Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask. 208-237;

balkier's, 238.267; Advanced 268 or above.

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage
of students

49
51

85
12

1

1

50
47

0-4ussw te-erlmp.44.0.4
AveragzScore Gaps Between elect! ro

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

215 40 33 22 5

223 32 34 26 8

221 33 35 26 7

202 56 28 13 2

--- --- --- --- ---

209 47 32 18 3

229 24 35 31 10

o In 2003, male students in Kentucky had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (7 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (20 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (18 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Kentucky.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points).

eading resa °Selected ercentlles

500

241

240 75th
242 242243

230
220

215* 214*... .. 50th...
221221219

................ 25thae .

Percentiles

220

210

200

190

180

'94 '98 '02'03

.N Accommodations were not permitted
Dw=0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Louisiana Student

Louisiana (Public)

1992n

1994°

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

n Accommodations

NOTE: The

corresponding

Prolkient,

Percentage NAEP Achievement Le_ vels

211321 2'
o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in

Louisiana was 205. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (207), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (204).

o Louisiana's average score (205) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Louisiana were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not
significantly different from those in 6 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 45 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Louisiana who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 20 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(20 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (1 5 percent).

KT . 1 31

1 ('F' I 26' '12' E 2

1111111111111115611111.1111111 3

NOMMOIMONE 30 16 ?A

IIIIIIIIIMII IIIIIIIIIIIIII 29 16 f4

B7X98 IEIENEM
Percentage below hurtled at flash Nutmegs at Proficient and

Advanced

below Bask Bask Proficient 0 Advanced

were not permitted for this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the ndilevement levels

to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

238-267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance Cfl NAEP Reporting Groups li Louisiana
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 52 200 56 27 14 3

Female 48 210 46 31 18 4

White 44 223 30 37 26 7

Black 53 189 70 22 7 1

Hispanic 1 --- --- --- --
Asian/Pacific Islander 1 -- --- -- ---

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 --- -- -- ---

Free /reduced -price school lunch
Eligible 63 195 62 26 10 1

Not eligible 33 224 30 34 28 8

Reading Scores EB Selected PercentilesAverage Score Between Selected Groups

In 2003, male students in Louisiana had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (7 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (35 points). This performance gap
was wider than that of 1992 (26 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Louisiana.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points).

500 J.,

230

220

210

200

190

180

170

160

0-r

41
An examination
NAEP reading
lower, middle,

Percentiles

231
227' 224 ... is.,...--------Da 75th
....., ....... 232 232

228

204 206

.1" .. ...... 15,........---Ir2cd7 50th4, ..
203*

181 180oIn
.
.... ..11,..............46.0

183 18
25thir .175

'92 '94 '98 '02'03

41 Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
scale at each grade indicates how well students at
and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Maine was 224. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (225), and was lower than the
average score in 1992 (227).

o Maine's average score (224) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Maine were higher than those in 31 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 18 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 3 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Maine who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 36 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(35 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (36 percent).

Student Percentagp J NAEP Achievement Levels
Maine (Public)

1992n 081123211111111111111=4
1994" 111112Y211ZEMillallIESIO
1998 111111M11051IFEMEIMILEINWI
2002 15111M11111IMINEINC1
2003 11111111,31111111 35 IMEIRM'

Nation (Public)

2003 L 32 Mr.
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Prolkieat and

Advaaad

C below Basic Bask i3 Proficient f Advanced

Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following poetic: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208-231;

Profkleni, 238.267; Advanced. 268 or above.

Perform nce NAEP Reporting Groups

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage
of students

51

49

95
2
1

1

1

33

65

Average
Score

221
226

224

Below Basic
32
27

29

213
230

Reading

so° je,

250

240

230

220

210

200

190

elected

o In 2003, male students in Maine had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (5 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (4 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Maine.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Maine.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (17 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (15 points).

43
23

Percentage of students at
Basic

36
34

35

34

35

Proficient Advanced
25 7

30 9

28 8

20
32

4

10

SCores Selected

51
240

"'"
2.. .* .2047

227 226 226

206

205 205 203

Percentiles

a a 75th
247 247

SOth

25th
208 208'

'92 '94 '98 '02'03

- Accommodations were not permitted
13.;=CI Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results te Maryland Student Percentage l NAEP Achieveme.nt

0 In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Maryland was 219. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (217), and was higher
than the average score in 1992 (211).

o Maryland's average score (219) in 2003 was not found to be
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Maryland were higher than those in 15 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 14 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Maryland who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(30 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (24 percent).

Maryland (Public)

1992° I C533 I 33 20' I
1994° 11111M4ISIIIIIIIIIII 29

1998 1111111111.1142 MMUMBiliM 6
2002 =U ii;1121111111111 ' 2

2003 38 30 23

Nation (Publk)

2003 11111111W381111111111MMIEMEMP7-

Percentage below Bark and at task Percentage at Proficient and

Advaaced

below Bask Bask 0 Proficient El Advanced
n Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges hem 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

couosponding to the following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Bask, 208-237;

Pro &lent, 238-261; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance of NAEP Reporting Groups 011 Maryland.
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 50 215 42 29 21 8

Female 50 222 34 31 26 10

White 52 231 24 32 31 13

Black 37 200 59 28 12 2

Hispanic 5 209 48 28 20 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 5 237 20 28 33 18

American Indian/Alaska Native # -- -- -- -- - --

Free /reduced -price school lunch
Eligible 34 199 60 27 12 2

Not eligible 61 230 26 32 30 13

Average Score Selected Groups Reading Scale Scstres Selected

500
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230
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210
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180

170
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237 239+ .N......m.iw. "246 75th...... .......

240

218
214* 214*. pp,_............a4o 50th....or 220

216

188
191..

ft
184 ......... 25th.,. ..

187'

o In 2003, male students in Maryland had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (9 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (31 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (29 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (22 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (24 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (31 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points).

'92 .`94 '98 '02'03

w Accommodations were not permitted
-- Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size Insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Readingkedogicenike
a In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in

Massachusetts was 228. This was lower' than the average
score in 2002 (234), and was not found to be significantly
different from the average score in 1992 (226).

o Massachusetts' average score (228) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Massachusetts were higher than those in 48 jurisdictions, and
not significantly different from those in 4 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Massachusetts who performed
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 40 percent in 2003.
This percentage was smaller than that in 2002 (47 percent),
and was not found to be significantly different from 1992 (36
percent).

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

Massachusetts

199211

1994n

1998

2002

2003

(Public)

'1.15 38' 9

1 1711 34 28 Eta
35 28 rti

20' 33

33 30 LE3

Nation (Public)

2003 111110031111000IMMOMilltir
Percentage below Bork and at look Percentage at Proficient and

Advancer'

below Bask Bask 0 Pro fklent E Advanced

n Auommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Profkleni, 238.267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance of NAEP Reporting Groups OPZoxificwiecg

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 53 1 225 1 29 33 29 8

Female 47 1 231 / 24 33 30 13

White 74 234 1 19 1 33 35 13

Black 10 207 50 35 13 2

Hispanic 11 202 57 28 13 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 4 229 26 34 27 13

American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 29 210 47 34 17 3

Not eligible 62 236 1 17 32 37 14

Average Score Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Massachusetts had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (5 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (2 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (26 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (32 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (34 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points).

Reading

Soot'

260

250

240

230

220

210

200

190
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Scores

247' 248
00.411,

Selected Percentile?

248
2

247 251

2228 226

207
202........

2
226

230

24600.0.0
21

2
203
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Accommodations were not permitted

>9 Accotnmodations were permitted

Percentiles

73th

50th

25th

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Mithigan ,Percentage at NAEP Achievement L.wls

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Michigan was 219. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (219), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (216).

o Michigan's average score (219) in 2003 was not found to be
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Michigan were higher than those in 16 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 21 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 15 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Michigan who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(30 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (26 percent).

Michigan (Public)

1992n

1998

2002

2003

11811.38111111814=WilIIIIEBI1114
11011111341111111113= 5'
11111113611111111111111 6
1111111381111111111133111 7

Nation ( Pubfic)

2003 111185111211111111111111111MIEBIN

Percentage below Bask and to Bask Perceeteal at Prof/dent and

Advanod

0 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced
n Accommodations were not peridtted for sluts assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

rorresponchng to the fallowing points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Bask, 208-237;

Proficient, 238-267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups ilkMichigan

Reporting groups
Male
Female

. .

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage
of students

49
51

71

21

5

2
1

36
63

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

216 39 31 23 6

222 33 33 26 8

228 25 35 31

189 70 21 7 1

205 52 32 12 3

232 25 24 35 16

--

201 57 27 13 3

229 24 35 31 10

Average Score ®zO3- Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Michigan had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (6 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (4 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (40 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (35 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Michigan in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points).

Reading Scores Selected Percentiles

500J,
250

240

230

220
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200

190

180

01

239*

219

195

240*

219

196

194

Percentiles

242 245 75th

2n 50th

25th
197 196

,92
'98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

C1=C3 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Minnesota Student Percentage i0 NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Minnesota was 223. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (225), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (221).

o Minnesota's average score (223) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Minnesota were higher than those in 26 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 4 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Minnesota who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(37 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (31 percent).

Minnesota

1992"

1994"

1998

2002

2003

Nation (NA)
2003

n Amommodations

NOTE: The

corresponding

Prolklear,

(Puh 0c)

111111111.32111111111111 6"MIER3SINIMONE s7

r FE I 32 , 17,
I Wit3 I 36* A29 ail
1 1 32Eff 28 In

11111111111381111111111 7

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

below Bask Bask Proficient el Advanced

were not permitted for this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

238.267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance CO NAEP Reporting Groups 01) Minnesota
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 51 216 1 37 1 31 25 6

Female 49 229 25 32 32 12

White 81 229 24 33 32 11

Black 8 194 62 25 12 2

Hispanic 4 195 64 20 12 4

Asian/Pacific Islander 6 197 1 63 1 22 12 3

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 -- -- --- --- --
Free /reduced -price school lunch

Eligible 29 203 1 52 1 29 16 1 3

Not eligible 71 1 231 23 33 33 11

Rep:10g Seale SAnes at Sele.ctedAverage Score Gaps Between SelId Groups

0 In 2003, male students in Minnesota had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This
performance gap was wider than that of 1992 (7 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (35 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (34 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Minnesota in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (27 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points).

500

250

240

230

220

210

200

190

0

ID- -

L. Percentiles

244* 245*
248,, ... ?7

248249
75th

223 223'
226.... ........15.."-""'"nt:23322.7 50th
225

200
le.., 195 ....... Ig°,,.....kiti 25th

''. . 200
197

'92 '94 '98

Accommodations were not permitted

'02'03

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

ra.....=a Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

ft The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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Overall Reading Results Mississippi Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Mississippi was 205. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (203), and was higher
than the average score in 1992 (199).

o Mississippi's average score (205) in 2003 was lower than that
of the nation's public schools (216).

0 Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Mississippi were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not
significantly different from those in 7 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 44 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Mississippi who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 18 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(16 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (14 percent).

Mississippi

1992n

1994n

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

n Accommodations

NOTE: The

corresponding

Profklent,

{P AW

',^ 121 2i I 28

1 i 27 , 14 KJ5;31''`
EM1111=55 i/2Miiiip 2

1 111 I 30 IS Li 3

1.1.11130 74iiiNni1Ki
Perceotage Wow Basic and at Basic Percentage at Profideat and

Advaaad

0 below Bask Bask Proficient 0 Advanced

were not permitted for this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

238.267; Advanres( 268 or above.

Performance 0, Reporting Groups Oli Mississippi ..:
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 52 202 55 28 14 2

Female 48 209 48 32 16 4

White 45 221 33 37 25 6

Black 53 192 67 25 7 1

Hispanic 1 --- -- -- -- - --

Asian /Pacific Islander 1 -- --- --- --
American Indian/Alaska Native # -- --- --- --
Free /reduced -price school lunch

Eligible 66 197 62 27 9 1

Not eligible 28 226 28 37 28 7

Average Score Cj Between Selected Groups Reading Qfb Scores EQ Selected

In 2003, male students in Mississippi had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (7 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (31 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Mississippi.

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points).

500 J.,

230

220

210

200

190

189

170

0-r

1:3".....4.43

An examination
NAEP reading
lower, middle,

Percentiles

229
..m

230
224 .5.-----0.43 75th

229 228 230

203
206

200 ' .... -15205 -----4:000
7

50th*"-- 204 20

181

176 175' 15.----- 25th..... " Igo 182
179

'92 '94 '98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
scale at each grade indicates how well students at
and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1' Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes In sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Missouri

e In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Missouri was 222. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (220), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (220).

o Missouri's average score (222) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Missouri were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 4 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Missouri who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(32 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (30 percent).

Performance NAEP ..Reporting Groups

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native

Missouri
Percentage
of students

50
50

78
18

3

1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible
Not eligible

39
56

Average Score Selected Groups

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

Missouri (Public)19922 r"."7rn
1994 ME-3/113MMIMMIEKEEMPT
1998 4TP 33 23" II
2002 1 34

2003 FTEF134 24 EN

Nation (Public)

2003 11111111381111111111111=
Percentage below Bork and at Bork Percentage at Proficient and

Advaiked

0 below Bask Bask 0 Proficient El Advanced

n Accommodations were not penning'd for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208.237;

Prolklent, 238.267; Advanced 268 or above.

Average
Score

Percentage of students at
Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

219 35 34 24 7

226 29 34 28 10

227 27 34 29 9

203 54 32 13 1

218 39 31 22 8

208 48 33 16 3

232 22 34 33 11

o In 2003, male students in Missouri had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (5 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (30 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Missouri in 1992.

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points).

Reading Scale Scores

500.1,

250 242 244

240

230

220

210

200

190

180

Selected Percentiles

Percentiles

44 247 75th
241'

222 220
ng 224 50th

219'
200

197
200 25th

194*

'94 '98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Montana' Student Percentage NAEP Achievement QOM

In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Montana was 223. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (224), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1994 (222).

Montana's average score (223) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Montana were higher than those in 26 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 4 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Montana who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(36 percent), and was not f6und to be significantly different
from 1994 (35 percent).

Montano (Pat)

1990
1908

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

010103111101111MEMII
ili11111241111111MEEMr3
11129B1011E1111012110148'
11111101311111111111IMAIII

11111111281111M MEM 7
Percentage below liosk and at Bask Perceetage m Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Bask Proficient 0 Advanced
n Accommodations were not persitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Basic 208-237;

Proficient, 238.267; Advanced. 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Montana

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced___ _______

Male 51 218 35 35 24 6

Female 49 228 26 34 30 10

White 85 227 26 36 29
Black 1

Hispanic 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 1

American Indian/Alaska Native 11 195 1 62 23 1 13 2

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 36 208 47 33 17 3

Not eligible 58 232 20 35 33 11

Average Score Gaps Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Montana had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1994 (9 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Montana.

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Montana.

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points).

Reading SAale %ores at Selected. Percentiles_
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-- Accommodations were not permitted
(3='°°0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit tAp://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Nebraska was 221. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (222), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (221).

o Nebraska's average score (221) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Nebraska were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 26 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 8 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Nebraska who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(34 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (31 percent).

Student Percentage

Nebraska (Publk)

1992°

199411

2002

2003

Notice (Public)

2003

NAEP Achievement

1111111132111111111113=1 6*
11111111113411111111111111E2111

321110111111116111111fts

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Prolklent and

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask Proficient 0 Advanced

°Accommodations were not permitted for tles assessment.

NOTE: Tire NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Proficient, 238267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Nebraska

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage
of students

49
51

81

6

9

1

34

59

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

218 37 33 23 7

223 31 35 26

225 29 35 27

203 53 30 14 3

202 56 30 12 2

207 48 32 16 3

229 25 35 29 11

Average Score ®Tii3 Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Nebraska had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (5 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (7 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (21 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (28 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (23 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (19 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (22 points).

Readiog Scale
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Accommodations were not permitted

f:°"=0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Nevada

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Nevada was 207. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (209), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (206).

o Nevada's average score (207) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Nevada were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not
significantly different from those in 7 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 44 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Nevada who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 20 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(21 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (20 percent).

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement Levels

Nevado (Public)

1998 31 16

2002 I I 33 18 3

2003 3

Nation (Public)

2003 k El 1 32 x -23 Ira
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Prdklent and

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask Proficient Ea Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask, 208.237;

Pro (idea?, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above.

Performance of NAEP Reporting Groups Nevada

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Male 50

Female 50

White 54

Black 10

Hispanic 28

Asian/Pacific Islander 6

American Indian/Alaska Native 2

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 41

Not eligible 54

Average Score Selected Groups

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

202 54 30 14 2

211 42 33 20 ..__. ..
4

217 37 36 22

193 63 27 9 1

192 64 25 10 1

214 41 38 19 3

190 66 22 12 #

192 65 26 9 1

218 36 36 23 5

o In 2003, male students in Nevada had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

Reading gt Scores Selected aim:eat-JD@

5001

230

220

210

200

190

180

170

of

234

232 234233

211
50th

209 211 210

184

5.........*=°43 25th
182

136 isi

Percentiles

75th
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-- Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading gmatI3gC17abm Hampshire Student Percentage a1 NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
New Hampshire was 228. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 1998 (226), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (228).

o New Hampshire's average score (228) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
New Hampshire were higher than those in 48 jurisdictions, and
not significantly different from those in 4 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in New Hampshire who performed
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 40 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
1998 (37 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1992 (38 percent).

New Hampshire

199?
199411

WM
2003

Helios (Public)

2003

n Accommodations

NOTE: The

corresponding

Proficient,

(Public)

1111111124311111EMMUKt,1liiii31311ME:=Re''111,24=1E 29 Atini2AliiMiriM V10$

1111111111306111111111MN
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Perceitage at Prolklent and

Advanced

CB below Bask Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced
were sot permitted lor this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

to the following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Basic 208-237;

238-267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance cQ GIVIIKIP Reporting Groups ra)GU9 Hampshire
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 50 224 29 37 28 7

Female 50 232 22 33 33 12

White 94 229 24 35 31 10

Black 2 -- --- -- ---
Hispanic 2 206 52 29 15 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 --- -- --- --- - --

American Indian/Alaska Native # --- --- --- - --

Free /reduced -price school lunch
Eligible 17 206 49 32 16 2

Not eligible 73 233 20 35 34 11

Average Score ®Zg3(393Z2GED Selected Groups J Reading @Kt, Scores EB Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in New Hampshire had an average
score that was lower than that of female students (8 points).
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (7 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in New Hampshire.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in New Hampshire in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points).

5001

250

240

230

220

210

200

190

0-

Percentiles

248 247 13=.°'1248lb.....
247

1 75th

229 227 229..., .........."°""°43 50th

228 230

209 208
is 203. u 13.,.......m...==0 25th.-...,

207 208

'92 '94 '98

Accommodations were not permitted

'03

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

E3.=.43 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, lower than 1998.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card
State Read I ng 2063-

New Jersey
Grade 4

Public Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading &;IXECOD COT Vlaer,13113q7

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
New Jersey was 225. This was higher' than the average score
in 1994 (219), and was not found to be significantly different
from the average score in 1992 (223).

o New Jersey's average score (225) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
New Jersey were higher than those in 34 jurisdictions, and not
significantly different from those in 18 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in New Jersey who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 39 percent in 2003. This
percentage was greater than that in 1994 (33 percent), and
was not found to be significantly different from 1992 (35
percent).

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups MR:9 tCcueGy

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Male 511
Female 49 1

White 58

Black 18

Hispanic 16

Asian/Pacific Islander 7

American Indian/Alaska Native #
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 30
Not eligible 62

Average Score Between Selected Groups

Student Percentage

New Jersey (Public)

I992n I

1994
n

2003

Achievement

.11 34 _ffE
11111111165i 111=1EIM s

Nation (Public)

2003

a) 31 28 LIM

MEDD :}31MBEES.1&14

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Ptalident and

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask 0 Proficient 0 Admixed

Accommodations were not permitted for Ibis assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the oshievement levels

corresponding to the following paints: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask, 208-237;

Pio fklent, 238-261; Advanced 268 or above.

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

222 1
229 I

33
27 1

31

31

26
30

9

12

235 1 18 32 35 14

200 59 27 12 2

212 1 441 341 18 4

235 21 32 30 17

--- --- --- --- --

203 54 31 13 2

234 20 32 34 14

J

o In 2003, male students in New Jersey had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (7 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (5 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (36 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (35 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (24 points). This performance
gap was narrower than that of 1992 (38 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (30 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of the Nation (28
points).

Reading

500,1,

250

240

230

220

210

200

190

Scores

247 246

225 223

202
to. 196'

Selected RTGGEarg,

Percentiles

a
251 25th

0
228 50th

201 25th

'92 '94

N Accommodations were not permitted
Accommodations were permitted

'03

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, I lower than 1994.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card

state Reading 2003
New Mexico

Grade 4
Public Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results 4 KIM7 Mexico Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
New Mexico was 203. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (208), and was lower
than the average score in 1992 (211).

o New Mexico's average score (203) in 2003 was lower than that
of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
New Mexico were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not
significantly different from those in 5 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 46 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in New Mexico who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 19 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (21 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1992 (23 percent).

New Mexico

19920
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Nation (Public}
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1 32 23 ja
Percentage below Basic and at Basic Percentage at Prolidear and

Advanred

0 below Bask Bask Proficient Advanced

were not permitted for this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

238-267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups lofty Mexico
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score . Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 201 55 28 14 3

Female 49 206 51 29 16 4

White 32 222 33 33 26 8

Black 3 202 55 28 15 3

Hispanic 51 197 59 28 11 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 2 --- -- -- --
American Indian/Alaska Native 13 182 75 19 5

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 67 1' 195 1 62 25 11 2

Not eligible 26 221 33 36 24 8

,,,
SelectedReading Scores Friletillahl6Average Score cuotai) Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in New Mexico had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (5 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (4 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (20 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (21 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (23 points).gap

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points).
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235 233 234o..... 75th
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111'
207 50th

2118
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'92 '94 '98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

on the 0-500
well students at
performed.

0.,==.43 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

2004-4 6

Overall- Reading Results 95-269Deittt - Student Percentage NAEP C4045WQ:611194A3

New York ( Public) "Bo In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
New York was 222. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (222), and was higher
than the average score in 1992 (215).

o New York's average score (222) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
New York were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 4 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in New York who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(35 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (27 percent).

r1-1--199211 7 22

1994" 131111301100111 30

1998 NEM' IMITINKEErret
- l - I 312002 1 a 46 LIU

2003 L IL=1a.16 1

Nation (Public

2003 1111111111310110101 7A

Percentage below Rack and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Basic 0 Bask Proficient CH Advanced

n Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask, 208-237;

Profkient, 238-267; Advonce4 268 or above.

Performance c490 Reporting Groups [IDG822M26e3
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 50 218 37 33 23 7

Female 50 226 28 34 28 10

White 52 235 18 35 35 13

Black 20 203 56 30 12 2

Hispanic 21 208 49 32 16 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 5 230 25 33 30 12

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 -- --- --- --- --
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 52 208 49 32 16 3

Not eligible 45 238 15 34 37 15

Reading @,1b Scores EQ Selected PercentilesAverage Score C' Between Selected Groups
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o In 2003, male students in New York had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (32 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (27 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (27 points). This performance
gap was narrower than that of 1992 (42 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (30 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (35 points). '92 '94 '98 '02'03

- - Accommodations were not permitted
comm....C1 Acconunodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the 'Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Resultsteetg» Carolina Student Percentage NAEP Achievement os;c9c7p

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
North Carolina was 221. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (222), and was higher
than the average score in 1992 (212).

o North Carolina's average score (221) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
North Carolina were higher than those in 19 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 26 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 7 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in North Carolina who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (32 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (25
percent).

North Carolina (PAN)

19921i
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11111111111111111111 31 21 I!

Nation (Public)

35 25 I7
33 24'

2003 Fi 32 23112j
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Prolkkat and

Advacced

0 below Bask Bask Proficient 0 Advanced

n Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask, 208-237;

Piot/dent, 238.267; Advame4 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Ca)GteD Carolina

Reporting groups
Male
Female

Percentage
of students

50
50

White 58

Black 29
Hispanic 6

Asian/Pacific Islander 2

American Indian/Alaska Native 2

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 42

Not eligible 52

AverageScore C3san.D SeleCted Groups

o In 2003, male students in North Carolina had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (26 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in North Carolina in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (27 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points).

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

216 40 33 21 6
227 29 33 27 11

232 23 33 32 12

203 56 32 10 2

212 44 32 19 5
227 27 38 25 11

200 59 33 7 1

206 52 33 14 2

233 22 33 32 13

Seliited

500,1, Percentiles

250 243
38* 2.413:-"---'14/".434746 75th2

240 re .. ..
240'
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2.1e91:....................,,a

220 214' 217'

ne."*".". 222 223 Soils
210 2164

200 195

181' 188' .... 1......'' 200 198 75th190 0 . a 04/ .
190'

180

'92 '94 '98 '02'03

41 Accommodations were not permitted
0=0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

.
Overall Reading Results Gtual Dakota Student Percentage NAEP Achievement Llqc9G(0

North Dakota (MIN)
o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in

North Dakota was 222. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (224), and was lower
than the average score in 1992 (226).

o North Dakota's average score (222) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
North Dakota were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 25 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 6 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in North Dakota who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (34 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1992 (35 percent).

1992n IllgiallilliIMM=ECM4
l994° alingatal.11.11iliillitr
2002 NM1201/111111MIIMMIIIIIIIEDMIft6
2003 111111111131111MIMMEIMMIIIIIIEDIIEre

Nation (Public)

2003 inliiintiNINIMMIMIIIIIKEINII7i
Pomona below Bask and at Bask Parte' lope at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Basic 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

nominnioclations were not permitted lot ihts assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges Irons 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Proficient,238.267; Advances( 268 or above.

Performance CQ NAEP Reporting Groups 01) C0000:0 Dakota
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 51 218 35 37 23 5

Female 49 225 28 37 29 7

White 88 224 28 38 28 6

Black 1 -- -- --- --- --
Hispanic 2 --- --- -- --- - --

Asian /Pacific Islander 1 --- --- --- --- - --

American Indian/Alaska Native 9 202 57 30 11 2

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 33 210 45 36 16 2

Not eligible 66 227 25 37 31 8

Average Score -- Selected Groups tt 09Reading Scores Selected'PercentileStk
o In 2003, male students in North Dakota had an average score

that was lower than that of female students (7 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (3 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in North Dakota.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in North Dakota.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (17 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (15 points).

500.1.

- --'
250

240

230

220

210

200

190

0

Percentiles

246 2.4:'or... Ofteea
75th

227 228
245 24410 50thci....0226 224

207* 205'+ ci...,3 25th

204 202

'92 '94 '02'03

.. ill Accommodations were not permitted

121onoonn=0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. i Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed,gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress

(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

'
o rail:: eading Resul #s for Ohr

In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Ohio was 222. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (222), and was higher than the
average score in 1992 (217).

o Ohio's average score (222) in 2003 was higher than that of the
nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictionsz that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Ohio were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not significantly
different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower than those in
4 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Ohio who performed at or above
the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(34 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (27 percent).

rzerage chievement_Li

Ohio (Public)

1992a 36 72' ,ri
2002 °, '4.., " .:, 35 . 27 .

2003 1"-° ,..4117: i 34 26- (/1,1

Nation (Pall()

2003 1 32 :3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proildenr ond

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced
n A«onnnoclottons were not permitted for tiN assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask, 208-237;

hoftrient, 238-267; Advanced 268 or shove.

Performance of NAEPRepizirtingGroups,imOhio. ,

Percentage Average Percentage of students at
Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 50 218 35 34 24
Female 50 226 27 35 28 9

White 78 226 26 36 29 9
Black 17 202 56 29 13 3

Hispanic 2 207 52 25 18 5

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 --- --- -- - --

American Indian/Alaska Native # --- --- --
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 35 206 49 32 15 3

Not eligible 57 231 21 35 32 11
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o In 2003, male students in Ohio had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (8 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (7 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (23 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Ohio in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (24 points).

'92 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

D0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1- Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
' "Jurisdictions includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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Oklahoma
Grade 4

Public Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Q Oklahoma Student Percentage NAEP Achievement 1=03

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Oklahoma was 214. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (213), and was lower
than the average score in 1992 (220).

o Oklahoma's average score (214) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Oklahoma were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 8 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 35 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Oklahoma who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(26 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (29 percent).

Oklahoma ( Public)

1992n IMIIMMINIIMM4
1098 Ma3aillitMEMIW5
2002 ENEK40i.iiiMiii4
2003 1.1111140 11111101111S

Natio (Pub GO

2003 1 1 n. 1_ VlinflaINP

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Pusateri!' at Proficient and

Advanted

0 below Bask Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced
n Accommodations were not permitted for nth assessment.

NOTE: The NAP leading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Proficient, 238-267; Advancer( 268 or above.

.

Pe o ance AEP Reporting Groups Oklahoma
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 49 210 43 35 19 4

Female 51 217 37 34 23 6

White 61 220 32 36 25 6

Black 11 195 59 29 11 1

Hispanic 7 200 56 29 13 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 --- --- --- ---

American Indian/Alaska Native 18 206 48 34 15 3

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 55 204 51 32 15 2

Not eligible 42 227 25 37 30 8

Average Score Between Selected Groups Reading
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o In 2003, male students in Oklahoma had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (5 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (22 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (21 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (16 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points).

,92 '98 '02'03

- Accommodations were not permitted
1:3==......0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Oregon was 218. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (220), and was higher
than the average score in 1998 (212).

o Oregon's average score (218) in 2003 was not found to be
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Oregon were higher than those in 13 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 18 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 21 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Oregon who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 31 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(31 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (26 percent).

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

Oregon (PAN)

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

32 21 gl
1111111134111111111116
IIMMEMINIMIMINIEMUM

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below flask 0 Bask Pro fident 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Book, 208.237;

Proficient, 238-261; Advanced, 268 or above.

Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient

51 213 42 32 21

49 223 31 33 27

76 222 32 34 27

3 202 52 28 17

14 199 57 27 12

4 219 39 28 23
2 --- --- --- ---

35
63 I

Average Score Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Oregon had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (8 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (19 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (23 points). This performance
gap was narrower than that of 1998 (39 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (18 points). This performance gap
was narrower than that of 1998 (30 points).

205 50 31 16

224 I 30 33 28

Reading @)E09 Scores Selected
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3
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- Accommodations were not permitted

0""="0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. i Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
17,'"Qet,
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o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Pennsylvania was 219. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (221), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (221).

o Pennsylvania's average score (219) in 2003 was not found to
be significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions= that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Pennsylvania were higher than those in 15 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 15 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Pennsylvania who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (34 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1992 (32 percent).

wr4t.v.v
erfo n f AEPRepo in maps indemsylvan

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage
of students

51

49

74
19

4

1

38
60

Average Gaps

o In 2003, male students in Pennsylvania had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (7 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (36 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (36 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (32 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (35 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (33 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (32 points).

Percentage

Pennsylvania (Public)

1992°

1994n

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

NAEP Achievement

alliainftlill1113111111I6
111111/11312111.1111111M

32 23,

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

IE below Bask 0 Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced
Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NA/ P reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

orresponttng to the following points: Below Bask 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Proficient, 238-267; Advanred 268 or above.

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

215 38 32 24 6

222 32 32 28 8

227 25 35 31 9
191 68 23 8 1

195 59 30 9 1

198 58 28 13

231 21 35 33 11

at SelectlialPerceAles

5001 Percentiles

250 244 243

240 15th

230 223 220
220 224223 50T11

210
200

200

190

x..,192 0..41
197 196 25th

180

0f.
92

'94 '02'03

+--+ Accommodations were not permitted
D....mm: Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
' "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit httpynces.ed.goy/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Rhode Island was 216. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (220), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (217).

o Rhode Island's average score (216) in 2003 was not found to
be significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Rhode Island were higher than those in 11 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 16 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 25 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Rhode Island who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 29 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (32 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1992 (28 percent).

ercentage AEP Achievement Levet
Rhode Island (Public)

199211

19941/

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003 32

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Profident D Advanced
n Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Proficient, 238-267; Advante4 268 or above.
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Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

gOSSIAA.

ing

etweemS

Percentage Average
of students Score

51 213
49 220

69 224
9 196

18 196
4 221T

39 200
54 229

o In 2003, male students in Rhode Island had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (7 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (4 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (28 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (31 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (40 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (35 points).

Percentage of students at
Below Basic Basic Proficient

41 33 20
34 33 25

29 35 27
60 28 11

61 27 10

33 1 38 22

56 31 12

24 35 30
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180

Percentiles

01
19 2 '94 '98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

13°"=0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
iterary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading 140:01D South Carolina Student Percentage Ef3 NAEP Achievement @Ma)

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
South Carolina was 215. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (214), and was higher
than the average score in 1992 (210).

o South Carolina's average score (215) in 2003 was not found to
be significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions= that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
South Carolina were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 13 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 30 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in South Carolina who performed
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (26 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (22
percent).

South Carolina (Public)

1992° IIIIMIWAIIIIINIMIIMIMEISta
1994° 4 704 16

1990 INIIIIIIMMIIIIIIIIIIMMEM
2002 IMMIttti 33 20 AS2003# 34 20 5

Nation (Public)

2003 321111111MIEll 23 RI

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Profithar and

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

n Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

orrespondthil to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask, 208.237;

Profkient, 238.267; Advanfed, 268 or above.

Performance t NAEP Reporting Groups m South Carolina
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 50 211 45 34 18 4

Female 50 219 36 34 23 7

White 55 226 26 38 28

Black 40 199 60 29 10 1

Hispanic 3 205 52 29 17 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 --- -- -- -- --
American Indian/Alaska Native # --- -- --
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 52 202 55 31 12 2

Not eligible 47 228 24 37 30 9

Average Score (§tp31:14122GD Selected Groups I Reading @Wa9 Scores a3 Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in South Carolina had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (8 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (7 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (27 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in South Carolina in 1992.

. In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points).
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41 Accommodations were not permitted

0=0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading t?milfW.Ete South Dakota Student Percentage NAEP Achievement Oacag

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
South Dakota was 222.

o South Dakota's average score (222) in 2003 was higher' than
that of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
South Dakota were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 4 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in South Dakota who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003.
The percentage of students in South Dakota who performed at
or above the Basic level was 69 percent.

South Dakota (Public)

2003 I. al I

Nation (Pubik)

35 26 La

2003 I I 32'

!Si

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Pralklent and

Advanad

below Bask Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points; Below Bark, 207 or lower; Bask, 208.237;

Proficient, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above.

Perfonna of NAEP Reporting Groups South Dakota

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 51 220 1 341 351 241 6

Female 49 225 1 28 1 36 28 8

White 84 1 227 26 37 29 8

Black 11 --- --- --
Hispanic 21
Asian/Pacific Islander 11
American Indian/Alaska Native 12 197 60 28 10 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 37 1 210 45 1 341 181 3

Not eligible 62 1 230 22 36 31 10

Average Score Gaps Selected Groups ReadingaTib Scores Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in South Dakota had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (6 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the
Nation (8 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable
estimate for Black students in South Dakota.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable
estimate for Hispanic students in South Dakota.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that
of students who were eligible (20 points). This performance
gap was narrower than that of the Nation (28 points).

Scale Score Distribution
25th 50th 75th

Percentile Percentile Percentile

South Dakota 201 1 224 1 246 1

Nation (Public) 193 219 243

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower,
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example,
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools
nationally scored below 243, and 75 percent of students in South
Dakota scored below 246.

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from South Dakota. 1 Significantly highe than, l lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public).

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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Tennessee
Grade 4

Paint Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
iterary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading GaDMMUI1315"ValEMOCCY, ' Student Percentage NAEP Achievement 0,GioGb

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Tennessee was 212. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (214), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (212).

o Tennessee's average score (212) in 2003 was lower than that
of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Tennessee were higher than those in 6 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 10 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 36 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Tennessee who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(25 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (23 percent).

Tennessee

1992n

1994
II

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

n Accommodations

NOTE: The

corresponding

Profklent,

(Public)

iliMMIIIIIIIIIIMI:MMISIEMI a.

1111111[4:1111=1111 1;;IMMIIIIIIMIfti
111110111/43111111111111111717114
I ai l 33 21 ill
allil.B3 inallMIIMMEM6;

32 23 171

Percentage below Bath and at Bask Percentage at Profkient and

advanced

below Bask Bask Proficient D Advanced

were not permitted for this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

238.267; Advance4 268 or above.

Performance_GQNAEP Reporting Groups fit,
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced._ _ _. _ _ ._ _ _ ..._._ ...., _ .........,

Male 52 208 47 31 18 5

Female 48 217 38 31 22 8

White 71 220 33 35 24

Black 25 188 70 21 8 1

Hispanic 2 206 49 24 20 7

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 --- --- --- -- --
American Indian/Alaska Native # -- --- --- --
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 41 198 58 27 13 2

Not eligible 54 222 32 34 25 9
- .

Average Score &Gig Between Selected Groups 1

.-.
Reading @GEDD Scores EQ Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Tennessee had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (9 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (32 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (26 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Tennessee in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points).

5001

240

230

220

210

200

190

180

0--

Percentiles

_
249 ...

240
so .0_,,.... 75th

238 238 239

214 215 215.---- K:1,------13',ci 50th
214 2)62)5

190 188 190
15.....,.......w-..-o%,t3*- 25th

191189 187

'92 '94 '98

Accommodations were not pertained

'02'03

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

DJ Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available' category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.

Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
iterary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading 232013 VIE3
.

Student Percentage EONAEP AchievementeDZb

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Texas was 215. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (217), and was not found to be
significantly different from the average score in 1992 (213).

o Texas' average score (215) in 2003 was not found to be
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Texas were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not significantly
different from those in 10 jurisdictions, and lower than those in
33 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Texas who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 27 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(28 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (24 percent).

Texas (Public)

1992° iiiiiiiiMiliingiMMEEL4
1994° 1

al 1 32 20 Ufa

1999 1 al i 31 23 a
2002 1 in - 1 34 22 mg
2003 UT , I 33 21 La

Nation (Public)

2003 l 32 23 ruj

Percentage below Balk and at Bask Percentage at Profkker and

Advanced

below Bask Bask Proficient 0 Advanced
n Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges horn 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Prolklent, 238.267; Advancer/ 268 or above.

Performance CQ NAEP Reporting Groups flit)
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of tstudens Score..........._
Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced.,...,...,___ , _......._ ,.

Male 51 212 44 32 20 5

Female 49 218 38 33 22 7

White 41 227 26 35 30

Black 14 202 56 28 13 2

Hispanic 42 205 52 32 14 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 3 229 27 35 28 11

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 -- --- -- --- --
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 54 205 52 32 14 2

Not eligible 43 226 28 33 29 10

erage Score @CCP Be ee Selected Gro a p) Reading (%ita; elected Percentil

o In 2003, male students in Texas had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (6 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (7 points).

e In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (24 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (22 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (23 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (21 points). This performance gap
was narrower than that of 1998 (31 points).

500 J.,

240

230

220

210

200

190

180

0

Percentiles

236 239 241

2'" ...e. -------- -0------r6.0 75th-- 241 241239

220
214 215 15 50th.3...,0

218 218 216

,,., 195
1 W 189 ... 13................c..0 25thIlb. ....

190
195 192

'92 '94 '98 '02'03

+ Accommodations were not permitted
0====0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading locoatro Student Percentagp 0 NAEP Achievement.. , ,

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Utah was 219. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (222), and was not found to be
significantly different from the average score in 1992 (220).

o Utah's average score (219) in 2003 was higher than that of the
nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Utah were higher than those in 16 jurisdictions, not significantly
different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower than those in
14 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Utah who performed at or above
the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(33 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (30 percent).

Utah (Public}

1992° r 43" I 31 25 11

1994° 1 in 1 34 24

1998 111110111101=111 34 x:.23 15

2002 1 - 0.)`' I 36 , , 26 VA
2003 r 1 34 25 1 TA

Nation (Public)

2003 1 t 32.1 j 23 IA
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Praikkat and

Advanced

below Bask Bask Proficient 111 Advanced

"Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTI: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the adilevernent levels

corresponding to the Mowing points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Back 208.237;

Proiklenr, 238.267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance ci/IMg>Reporting Groups adt A- ,

Percentage Average Percentage of students at
Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 215 38 34 23 5

Female 49 224 30 34 27 9

White 83 223 29 36 27

Black 2 -- -- --- --- - --

Hispanic 11 194 64 25 10 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 3 212 46 31 19 4
American Indian/Alaska Native 1 --- --- --- --- ---

......_,............ .... ......______ _....
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 33 206 49 31 16 3

Not eligible 66 226 26 36 29 8

Average Score @VI Between Selected Groups Reading Pscfb Scores g Selected Percentiles
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o In 2003, male students in Utah had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (9 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (7 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Utah.

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (29 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (21 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (17 points).

'92 '94 '98 '02'03

- Accommodations were not permitted
0,,===.0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http : / /nces.ed.gov /nationsreportcard /states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Vermont was 226. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (227).

o Vermont's average score (226) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Vermont were higher than those in 41 jurisdictions, and not
significantly different from those in 11 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Vermont who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(39 percent).

Vermont (Pub lk)

2002 177---Erl.30
2003

Nation (Public)

2003

.11127/111111110M1=1111MEMItral

1111111111M113111111111111111.0

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proildeat and

Advanced

O below Basic 0 Basic Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Proficient, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups ont

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 51 224 29 37 27 7

Female 49 229 24 36 31 9

White 95 226 27 37 29

Black 2 -- -- --
Hispanic 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 2

American Indian/Alaska Native 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 29 214 41 37 19 3

Not eligible 69 231 21 36 33 10

Average Score Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Vermont had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (5 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
2002 (8 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Vermont.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Vermont.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (18 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (20 points).

Reading Scores Selected Percentiles
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE



The Nation's Report Card Virginia
Grade 4

Fume schools

`Vv:IpoG64 oe't
The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

MWRTIrilin=isults 'fc=1)inia 1111.11111.1111 Student Percentage en NAEP Achievement Cl

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Virginia was 223. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (225), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (221).

o Virginia's average score (223) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Virginia were higher than those in 26 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 3 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Virginia who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (31 percent).

Virginia (Public)

1992 111111111011111116
1994a 111111111.1431.111111111 31 . 17i
1998 I, '' oT - , 1 33 24 ial
2002 I VO 34 28 l Sil_l
2003 1 34 26 RE'

Nation (Public)

2003 1.1111n3MIIIIKEMOMEMMIl
Percentage below Posit and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Bask Prolkien1 0 Advanced

n Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment.

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the Wowing points: Below Bask, 207 or lower; Bask 208-237;

Profklent, 238-267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance CgNAEP Reporting Groups 1:11) Virginia
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
_.......

Male 51 219 36 32 25 7

Female 49 228 27 35 28 11

White 62 231 23 34 32 12

Black 27 206 51 33 14 2

Hispanic 5 210 1 45 35 18 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 4 235 21 29 34 17

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 --- --- --- --- ---
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 31 205 53 31 14 2

Not eligible 67 232 21 35 32 12

Average Score. Between Selected Groups Reading gi$E09 Scores Ei3 Selected Percentiles
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o In 2003, male students in Virginia had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (8 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (26 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Virginia in 1992.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (27 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points).

'92 '94 '98 '02'03

a - - on Accommodations were not permitted
12,...m...0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.

01 BEST COPY AVAILABLE



Washington
Grade 4

Public Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results CtOWashington Student Percentage NAEP Achievement (10Z9GOD

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Washington was 221. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (224), and was higher
than the average score in 1994 (213).

o Washington's average score (221) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Washington were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 7 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Washington who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(35 percent), and was greater than that in 1994 (27 percent).

(Public)

1994° allairatalINIIIIViiirclillffi
1998 EMS38MOMIMEMO
2002 F Ii=ri 27 18;
2003 IM=1=IIMEME12i

1110111117i
Nation (Public)

2003 32SMIERSOMME

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Profkient and

Advanced

0 below Basic Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced
n Accommodations were oat permitted for Offs assessment.

NOTE: The MP reading scale ranges home to 500, with the Miley ement levels

corresponding to tire following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; [task 208-237;

Proficient, 238-267; Advances( 268 or above.

,,.

Performance GeP7 Reporting Groups Washington'
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 50 216 37 36 22 5

Female 226 28 33 29 10----
White 701 226 27 35 29 9

Black 7 212 42 35 20 3

Hispanic 12 1 201 56 28 13 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 8 218 36 35 23 6

American Indian/Alaska Native 3 208 43 36 19 2

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 38 208 47 33 17 3

Not eligible 51 230 23 34 31 11

Average Score ®ZP Selected Groups453 Reading QS11rJScores Selected GlIZ912:011ta ,

o In 2003, male students in Washington had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1994 (8 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (14 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1994 (19 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1994 (32 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points).
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'94 '98 '0 2'03

s Accommodations were not permitted
Oew===0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

* Significantly different from 2003. i Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
0"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card
State a nq 2003

West Virginia
Grade 4

Public Schools

@ma p ©GuaR
The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading GamTkaliMzeaVirginia Student Percentage NAEP Achievement ILGOGLID .

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
West Virginia was 219. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (219), and was higher
than the average score in 1992 (216).

o West Virginia's average score (219) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
West Virginia were higher than those in 16 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 21 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 15 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in West Virginia who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 29 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (28 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1992 (25 percent).

West Virginia

1992"

1994"
1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

II A«ominadations

NOTE: The

corresponding

holklent,

(P AW

VilMilli3gginiii15ritamuffemb40...i 151

EIM3S=.11iN=E1111111111siiininiiiiinr61
f I 32 ,,,i 23, LE)

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Pro fir ient and

Admaced

0 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

were not permitted for this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

to the following points: Below Bask 207 or lower; Bask 208.237;

238.267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups (Jiff= Virginia
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 215 40 35 20 5
Female 49 223 30 38 26 7

White 95 220 35 36 23 6
Black 4 203 55 32 13 #
Hispanic # --- --- -

Asian /Pacific Islander # -- --- --- - --

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 --- --- -- - --

Free /reduced -price school lunch
Eligible 54 212 43 36 18 3

Not eligible 45 228 25 37 29 9

Reading gwb Scores SeleCted PercentilesAverage Score 0;t:01:)23=g1Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in West Virginia had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (8 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (8 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in West Virginia in 1992.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in West Virginia.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points).

500 j.

,.,
240

230

220

210

200

190

180

0

a --

Percentiles

238 239 241{3..°.<3...0 75th.... 40.
240

217 2154

195s, 190' 14/..........°'43°° K.irg ... 194 198 ......t
193'

'92 '94 '98

Accommodations were not permitted

'02'03

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

D.....0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http : / /nces.ed.gov /nationsreportcard /states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
iterary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Wisconsin

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Wisconsin was 221. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 1998 (222), and was lower
than the average score in 1992 (224).

o Wisconsin's average score (221) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Wisconsin were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 26 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 8 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Wisconsin who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 1998
(34 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (33 percent).

Performance of NAEP Reporting Groups Wisconsin

Student Percentage

Wisconsin (Pubhl

1992n

1994°

1998

2003

Notion IPubbi)

2003

NAEP Achievement Leveip

Percentage below task and at Park Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask Prolklent El Advanced

n Accommodations well, not permitted for tits assessment.

NOTE: The NM reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Basic 208-237;

Proficient, 238-267; Advanced. 268 or above.

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native

Percentage
of students

51

49

79
9

6

3

2

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible
Not eligible

29

67

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

217 36 35 23 5

225 28 35 29 8

225 27 36 29 7

200 'f 58 I 29 11 2

209 46 34 16 4

213 46 27 19 7

211 42 33 21 4

205 50 33 15 3

228 25 37 31 8

o In 2003, male students in Wisconsin had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (5 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (28 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (16 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (18 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points).

'Reading Scores Selected Percentiles

500 Percentiles

250 245 246 246
.15.....====c3 75th

240 245 245

230 225 22641/0 226
50th

220 225 223

210 204' 204 205
25th

200

190
202 200

01
'92 '94 '98

D. 4tt Accommodations were not permitted

O Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 1998.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http : / /nces.ed.gov /nationsreportcard /states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

, .

Overall Reading GaTEMiteWyoming Student Percentage EQ NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in
Wyoming was 222. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (221), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1992 (223).

o Wyoming's average score (222) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (216).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Wyoming were higher than those in 24 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 5 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Wyoming who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(31 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1992 (33 percent).

W

1yoming9

(Public)

92n

1994
1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

n Accommodations

NOTE: The

corresponding

hal/cleat,

I W I 38 27 n
I "FP I 36 26.E W

1111 3.11.71AM' 1111.1rEllipi1±-al. 37 26 rt..:

111113111111111 3511 6 26 117/

PfliaLVEZ11611111IMEMOld
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

below Bask Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

were not permitted lot this assessment.

NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

to the following palms: Below Bask 201 or lower; Bask 208-237;

238.267; Advanced 268 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting,Groups Q Wyoming ,:a, °,..,,%& , ,

Percentage Average
Reporting groups of students Score

Percentage of students at
Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

34 36 24 6

28 34 28 9

29 35 28
--- --- --
41 36 18 4

-- --- -- --
70 19

44 33 18 5

24 36 31 9

Male 51 219
Female 49 225

White 86 224
Black 1 ---
Hispanic 8 214
Asian/Pacific Islander 1 --
American Indian/Alaska Native 4 189

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 34 1 212
Not eligible 64 1 228

.

Reading @K ID Scores Selected PercentilesAverage Score Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Wyoming had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (6 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1992 (6 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Wyoming.

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (11 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (19 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (17 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (18 points).

5001

250

240

230

220

210

700

190

0

Percentiles

211044..244 143.. .--....01% 15thT1
742 243

215 224s.. 241.,....,....=4:r.-13

204
220 223

225 50th

201 198
'." """""""" .S.,..+.."="tr243i 25th

196

'92 '94 '98

U Accommodations were not permitted

'02'03

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

0..........0 Accommodations were pertained

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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